S, E.—84-A

sz “md-there-wers man ‘many m‘an P3
e-dnmp which detract from the appearance of-the site.
. e

| nuisences, of which zany complaints have been received;

REFUSE DISPOSﬁ%éS " Dece:

SUBJECT

Q.C
BALTIMORE
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!
01860 \le. |
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A
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AMSIVES

Robb Tyler, Inc,

On November 18, the writer and Mr, Dodge of this office, Mr. Silbermann of the
Water Pollution Control Commission and Msssrs. Devlin end Greenwalt of the Baltimore

j County Health Departzent, accompanied by Mr, Tyler, inspected Mr. Tyler's Refuse

Disposal operation near Chesaco Park,
At the time of the visit it was obsarved that mors or leas indiscriminate

was taking place at many sites over the disposal area; thers wers mahy areas
Uate inert cover material; open bturring of wood and other refuse

lace in one ar=a: &moldering fires in incinerator Tom Mre—
Tler's and Baltizore Clty's INCIneTators, Vars LUFAifZ in seyera

ral ._arecas; the screen
at the top—o {8 ccne Lrpe i.ncmerator was oot complete, pemitt_.:g ""5 escarne.af

to

The conditions at this refuse disposal site as described abovs <o not constitute
proper opsration in that the random dunping makes proper ccmrection and coverage a
virtual impoasibility which in turn incresses the probability th.z rodent and insect
breeding will occur and flourish; the open and smoldering fires preseant smoke and odor
the incomglete screen prssents
a spark and ash miisance and the general appearance of the site can be considered an
eye-sore to the comnnmity. 4

To obtain a satisfactor -, refuse _oparation at this site
it is recommended that Eotb Tyler, Inc. be reauired to make the imprcrements detailed
below: .

1. All dumping must be restricted to an area which can e ccapacted and covered du-
by the use of bulldozers or other mechanical equipment. If such reetriction ca:
not be obtainsd by operating personnel, physical barriers to direct and restric
dumping will have to be erected.

2. All incinerator ash must be compacted and levelled deily.
. 3. The top and faces of all areas in which refuse has been deposited must be

provided with an adequate cover of inert material, with the exception of
the face of the active area,

DAYE * FROM TO REMARKS

ACYTION TAKEN DATE
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Toperation is obtained. l W
L —
BWLjr:ib | %ﬂ”/" . %/ /

cc: C.H.O.
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All open burning of refuse, including untreated wood and paper m%@
stopped. A /ﬂ@z

Incinerator capacity must be increased so that all material to be burned
can be burned under carefully eontrolled conditions,

The screen on top of the preaent incinerator m_st' be completed and maintained
in good repair to prevent the escape and blowing of sparks, ash and paper.

Facilities, including an adeﬁuate water supply, must be provided for the
complete extinguishment of fire in material removed from incinerators on
the site and material transported to the site fron the Baltimore City

incinerator,

A1l salvage operations should be conducted in a neat and orderly manner
with frequent removal of salvaged material from the site,

It is f‘arther recompapded that no perait to operate a Refugse Disposal Systea

~

Water Pollution Control Commission

D:..TE FROM TO 7 'REMARKS

[""f" \/b""- p.. . Bo Uu,w tz,vllﬂ. V)i, ﬁ.{\&uﬁf“ {MAJ o M_”:u/ n)"..'f\.' T»{ C-- .~.‘
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ACTION TAKEN ' . DATE
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Robb Tyler, Inc. Landfill

On February 20 accompamied by Messrs. Dsvlin and Miles; Baltinore County
Health Departmont, an inspaction was made of the Robb Tyler, Inc., refuss
d:.sposa.l site near Chesaco Park to determine if any recormendations outlined
in a memorandum of December 20 had bsen carrisd out. At the time of 4his
visit it was determined that a on the top- of “the

Mmﬁm th enting the blowing of paper and as B
Ancinerator,  All other aper:

mens at this site continue esssnt

yas

%Egc?lﬁﬁ"in the Decel'nber 20 memora.rdwn and all recomen tions :still 7,

RILjrshe _ -
cc: C H.O, ™ 4 1CH
APR 1 11861
: —
________\______._..‘.-_-:...x/ ‘
™ | _c\,t_/‘! April 11, 1961

"~ On Marca 30, lir. Robb "‘3191’, his attorney kr., Orrick, hr. Silberman of the
YWater Pollution Control Commission, iir. Devlin of the Baltimore County Health
Devartrent, Mr. Schmidt, our Attormey, and Mr. Bingley, ¥r. ludlow and I attended =
meeting in this office to discuss the operation of ir. Tyler's dump at Chesaco Park,

In tne spring of 1900 a similar meeting was held to discuss odor and smoke
nu:.sa.".ce*= and *o learn of Mr. -yler's olan %0 operate more efficiently. It was
learned that he was vlanning to ingtall an incinerator to burn smzll trr-h and some

mixture of trish and garbage. He needed a trizl period and we aiTsea “to iet him
Y e IR et
. Zontinue to operate for six nmonths, after whlch wa would agaln review JiE::Eab'Iem.
fe was loneful the incinersidr would red=Te = yoluce of wastes to ash and

eIIeCtlIdly contrsl odors ana smoxe. fe also pron 1sed setter confrol over locations
or urning, an..the.covering of certain types of‘aem"‘t‘eﬂ'mtermi——-

During the six months interval, and up vntil the March meeting we continue:
to receive complaints. Visits to the site by versonrel from the county and this
office confirmad the presence of burning, smoke and odors,

lir. Lyler stated he had difficulty with the screen on the incinerator but
thousnt he had corrected its shortcomings., All told he did not appear satisfied
with its performance ani is now plarninz to review other types and to install twin
incinerators with a loading mechanisa and forced drarft <vste'n. de indicated this
should matenally improve his overations.

In his operation he receives demolition -lumber whichk W
Jda designated to be dumped af & svecific locatmn Freausntly, mixed with 3%, thex
are other wastes, particularly solvent: s efc.. That sooner or later become

DAYE FROM REMARKS

ACTION TAKEN OATE
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ienited and liberate odors and smoke. He plans to try to institute better4§@ﬁn?
over this, ,&

Mr. Tyler attributed some of the fires on his dump to the fact the ash
received from the Baltimore City incineretor wes not adequately cooled end quenched
with water, therefore, upon being spread on the dump surface, fires are started,
Extinguishing these would require an adequate number of fire hydrants or portable
equipment. He is to investigate his present facilities in the interest of making
them adequate. ie is also to explore a revised assignment for the pPlacing of new
material in an effort to obscure, as mich as nossible, the visibility of his
overations from the residents of Chesaco Park.

In order to permit Kr. Tyler to secure new incinerators and br1ng about | ‘
other corrective messures, we agreed to extend his period of temporary operation for

. 90 d2ys. This will extend into the beginningz of warm weather when a better index of

oneration, and the possibility of complaints cen be jointly apnraised. If our
efforts by that time heve proven unsuccessful it is zuzgested we request the

,_reoponﬁlble nublic agencies to institute mandatory rejuirements which must be met

as *ha alternative to the terzineiion of oneretion,
JRIEC*G
Ce. 240

WEI0

hr, Schmidt

REVIEWED | ') |‘
JUN 141961 o ‘!

\

ATCUTREY | —ﬁ%’ i

"Robb Tyler, Inc.

On June 7, accompanied by Mr. Robb Tyler, an inspection was made of the
Pobb Tyler, Inc. refuse disposal operation at Chesaco Park, Operations at the
site appeared to have materially improved since the writer's last visit. Only
one small fire of untreated wood was noticed and very little smoldering incineratc:
ash was in evidence, The face of the fill in several areas had been cleaned up
which has materially improved the general appearance of this operation, At ths
rresent time, the incinerator is being used only for the burning of loose material.
Mo packer type trucks are being unloaded into the incinerator,

Dumping operations are being confined to one relatively small area with thse
D-TC | FROM 70 REMARKS ,

LCTION TAKEN DATE
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intent of blocking the main disposal area from the view of the residen@e?
Chesaco Park. G//V

Mr, Tyler is continuing negotiations with Ezaltimore County toward improving
the incinerator opera.tions primarily by the instcllatlon of conveyor belt:.. fimg
mechanisms, and a forced draft system, , ,

It is felt that if the improvements noted at this inspec’ca.on continua and
further improvements of the operation are made that this office would be justiﬁ.ed

in issuing an operating permit. 4 /¢/ Z ; Z/

RWLJr:ib

cc: C.H,O0. | REVIEWED ' !

AUG 2 8 1961

AVTWERED | *\x\g '%

‘Today Mr. Raymond Iudlow and I attended a hsaring conducted by Mr. Jom G,
Rose, Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, held in the County Office Building,
concerning complaints relative to the. refuse disposal operations of Robh 'I‘ﬂ.er and

Henxy Siejack,
Attorneys for S:Le;jack and Tyler confessed they were opsrating opon dmps and

‘not sanitary land-fills. It was palrisd out that cnen dumps are nui permitted in

the area of their opsration wiica aviomatdcaily macs .t obnic iz ifey wevre in
violation of the zoming laws nf thks County. Numerous persor: tasiiiizi as 3
smoke, flying ash, odors, rats and other nulisancss. Tyler ocrsraces «a incirasrator
far which a bullding permit was denied, - ,

Mr, Rose concluded the meeting by declaring the cperaticns wers in vicletion
of the zoming laws ut as spe.led out in the law und~r wiich’ he coeratsa, he :a.d to
sxtend their cosmatin: perind for 60 Jays. He infcrme-ithe cperatora 3 oy eo

30 days tuey s fils vetitions 2sikdng for eiceptions .1 the zomi—. iow <o oo
thom to opersts :a a manner L0 ve designatel DY theme I:ierear.sr raonchiv: T |
hearing will be held and if hs continues tv find them in violation he wil_ .-
ths courts for legal enforcement, If he finds to the conmtrary, the camplain: :is
may turn to the courtse ' _

In view of the confessidn that neither group are operating in accordancs with
permits issued by us, it appears in order for us to revoke our permits which are

foriefly identified on the attached papers and not to issue any form of permit until

after the problem has been resolved with the County Zoning Commission.
$:C3 HI’. Louls Schmidt ard /e

ns1Mr, Robert] MoaB8ra , REMARKS

C.H.06 ' :

—

* ACTION TAKEN . ' ' DATE




reruss prsrosas Peear (CLOSED)
Parxit Fo. 60-34-0374 . Hay 24, 1960

m:istoearﬁ.ﬁthatnefn:enixposal,hc andRobb

- Tyler, Inc. are pesmitiad.to- operate a refuse collection and disposal -

sexvice &= -::eez-";-dsaignatad on a plat sukaitted to the State .
2oard oL Zenlih cn Em-civ 31, 1560, on property south of the RBaltimore
and Chis Zxit=sad ax2 west of Eed Houss Bim, 2altimore County,

in accorizmce with ar zpplication dated Hay 19, 1960, e_ntitled:

"?J.atof—a:-iagamvalley LR
Exhixit t0 Application of 2efuse Disposal Inc
zod Zodb Iyler, Izc, for?a'-“_*!.». 4o Operate a -
Befuse Collecticn ard Disposal Serrice.”

e

ripplicatisn for Permits to Opernts a Hefuse
Collection snd Disposal Service.

This permit is to operats and be effective until
Novemver 19, 1560, at which ¢ire it may be revoked or extended
by the Stats 3oard of Health.

AswihsastbesealoftheStateBoardofHealthandtha

. signaturo of the Chairmen taerecf this twenty—fm ~th da;,r of May,1960,

( ﬁ,am

Chairman.
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BALTIMCRE CCOUNTY, MARYLAND '
a2 body corvorate and rolitic

IN TEE CIRCUIT COURT

se

: FOR BALTIMDRE CCOUNTY

ROBB TYLER, INC., et-al,

EQUITY NO, L7105

ORDER OF CCURT

The above entitled cause having come on for a hearing and the
counsel for *the parties having been heard and the proceedings having

been considered bty the Court, it is this 1lth day of September, 1962,

by the Circuit Ceurt for Baltimore ZTounty., in Equity, -

ORDERED that the said Defendans, Robb Tyler, Inc.)/ Refuse Dis-
posal Inc. and Rotbt Tyler and Zlizabeth Tyler, his wife, ve hereby
en joined
1, From the mainterance of any operaéion which resulis in smoke,
300% or orcers which emanate from the propefty onto 'the

lands and residences of the adjoining oroperty owrners and neighbors,

11, Any burnin; 7 waste products on the site ¢f the sanitary land

' £ill and/cr oren dump.

I7I., The receiving of smoclcering ash {rom the Baliimovre lity incin-

——

erator or any osther sunplier,

JER CRORRED that the sald Defendants shzll be recuired




R
to institute the following program to eliminate and abate the nuisegce e

complained of in the aforegoing matter: - : 43”%1{

1., Rat baiting and insect -spraying progran shéll be established to
prevent rodents from Becoming_a menace and abate insect nuisancea. These
Programs.shall be established and continuéd in full acéordance with the
rréquirements,and recommcndations of the Maryland State Department of
Health and the Baltimore County Health Department,

2. The general lana filling operation shall be confined in such a
manner as to allow the maximum flexitility of operation with the minimum

nuhber‘of operating areas on the site. Tw; general refuse disposal arczas,
operated on an alternate week schedule, will prévide the flexibjlity required
%o allow for the previously mentioned twice~weekly covering without
materially affecting tﬁe filling operation., While one area is being filled,
ash.résidue can be stockpiled and conditioned adjacent tc the next area in
preparationvfor the following week's filling operation. .

3, In order to maintain 2 ~asonable deoth of axposed face on the fill
maximum depths of filling {including refuse and inert material covering)
should not exceed ten feet, This depth is indicated by the type of refuse
matérials being disposed. After stabilization of the material at this level,
future filling can proceed over the same area but the depth of each
successive life should not exceed thié ten foot maximum,
L. Automobile tires and truck tires being disposed of in a separate
area wnich creates‘a croblem of both odor in case of fire and unsightliness
should in the future; be mixed in che £i11 with a1l cther refuse in order tc
prevent special nuisanceé growin~ out ol ths operaticn,

5., The method of dispesing of flammable limids in this land Till
should be dene in disposal areas well above the general water table in order
tolprevent the intrusion of Fround water. At thése sites the inert fill

material shall be used to construct dykes around a small area of not more

than twenty feet in diametar in which the flamable liquids can be dumped.

B
W

e, T TR S
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As liquid accumulates within this dykec area, a coverlng of inert materi&§%§$
shall be utilized on a bi-weekly basis to prevent inord inate accumu‘aug&%hv
of liquid and to allow the liquid to be absorbed by the inert material. /uzf
This procedure should be followed in not”more than two areas on the site
and should be used on alternate weeks until the small area$ within the
dykes are exhausted. At this time additional locations should be provided
with dykes for use. In no instance should'general refuse -aterials be
mixed in the flammable liquid dlsocs operation. 0il received for disposal
should be used periodically for laying dust where roadways are used over
the filled area.

6 Any salvages materials, witn the exception of oiil drums and
metal products, shall 'be removed from the site cf the landfill daily-in
order to prevent an unsigzhtly accumulation of this materials, O0il drums

should be neatly stacked at one lecaticn of the site for oceriodic removal,

Steel and other salvagable metal products shall be stored in suitable

ccntainers which, when fil;ed, are to be removed from the site. Salvage
operations shall be controlled in z manner which will preveni them from
creating unsizhtly conditions on the iéndfill.

7. There shall be adequately supervisioh and mannower at the land
filling operation at all times tc maiﬁtain the.apnearance of the‘area in a
generally zood condition, This shall include personnel,von a continuous
basis, to pick up any scattered trash that migzht spill from transporting

P

vehicles and gene-a’ly meintain th. overall cénditions cf apoearance,
5. Well orgaﬁized fire fishting facilitles such as numos, hese,
equipnent énd otier tosls shall ne maintained at the site and Qersonnel
sboulﬁ be trained o ccmbar fires as szin .as detected;

(Sizned) John E. Raine, Jr,

JJICE

e e s L i A e e o o = et e ¢ en | g ey 4 L e
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Rosedals -

STATE OF MARYLAND '9;@ REFUSE DISPOSAL PERM|T

Department of Health % S5l A

301 WEST PRESTON STREET Date___J L7 3 5 i
BALTIMORE 1, MARYLAND

' ' g W
~~..permitted to .
al of refuse by....t22 323itary landrill
SRR on.. Rabb Tylar- .-
.+ Rosedale. Baltimncre County . i3

i

. e

1
i

S Bowston. Z-iué_l_le:. Taomas % :«r‘cLean)m.
dated: - iduly 2,.3965 S

~remived-by=the -State Department-of Healch on._._
SRR ‘eatitled in pare:

Fian, SaniZary Lemi3?3lT o day 135,

if not specifically
d in operation on

As witness the seal of the Srate Board of Health and Mental Hygiene and signaturs of
authorized officials of the State Deparement of Health. ’

it

Perry F. Prather, M. D. Ru%cr&hr%,’ IQVTM

Commizsionc: . Chicf, Burcau of Eav

ironmental }i)'ticnc

Gl
e,

per:__

James R. McComas, Chief .

Division of Sanitary Enginecring
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abswa parscn end/or company was chbserved in violation of the

Lt

The u

Air Pollution - Cpen Burning Ordinance No. 1062 approved Jun2 23,

1957 as & result of open burning at 0 on 245265
Tine dete

of /A/ou!nt/;%{-_ mz: .
PoLtASKt NS

at the following

location

—

Senitaerien

G hioo1700 . 2

0005334
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July 8, 1968

 Mr. Donald Siejack

Colgate Pay Dump
6720 Mulaskd Righwey
Baltimore, Msryland 21206

Dedr Mr, 8isjack!

31988 and provides for & ban en the type 6f burning moted adove t
4130 provides upen corwiction for @ fine mOt exceeding $100 for each

vialation,

m‘mmmaaummwmmm
ance with Gedinance No. 1062 or it will be nacessary for this Buresu
to follow timough with mecessary sourt ectiom,
Very truly yours,
%«%-ﬁaﬂéﬁ
Rkins ¥. Bahls, Jr,
M rector
' Suresu of Industrial Nygieme
BOJr 12k

B, Bchwdker M 001704
m&' 0005338
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o :c':-n-wm-: CITY HEALTH DEPARTMEN - |
) TUREAU OF INDUSTRILL HYGIENE e ,

TO: :(f:s et zﬂ: 2 -
el 3

t
MW |
The above person and/or company was observed in vioslation of the ;

Rir Pollution - Open Burning Ordinance No, 1062 approved June 26,

1967 as a result of open burning at .S on - o~
Time dace

of 2, . t the f£2llowing .
, meterigl . .
location JA&%W@%& '

ate

G 001699

0025333



ZALTIMORE CITY HEALTH DEPARTMENY “:/ ’
MEMORANDUN 7/./?2;;
August 13, 1968
R
0 " Dr. Robert E. Farber, Commissioner of Health |
FEOM - wr, Blxins v. Dehle, Jr., Director, Bu, of Industrial Hygiene
SUBJECT - '

STIKNS

It 43 respectfully requested that permission be granted
for the 1u_umcn of & SUNINS for the Colgats Psy Dump, Mr,
Donald Sisjack, owner, for violation of the Air Pollution -
Open Burning Ordinance Ko, 1062 of Baltimore City,

flhine 0 Dbl

APPROVED?
ComIssioner of Bealth

BWDJr bk
ces Jr, Schmcker

GM oo1697

0005331

T e

A9 37



The above person and/or comp

‘ : Air Psllution - Open Burning
1967 as a result of spen bur

of JNDSSTRIAL L,

(material

location G /2/ ?(/bo)l
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)
| A
—-— - - ——— . - ¢ S —— . o SN e o - . e i . o - -« e i - ha.
‘, ‘ 129--P. B
In The Municipal Court of Baltimore City, Criminal Division, HOUSING Part -
- . ’ .
- SUMMONS
Under Amcle 52, Section 23, Annotated Code
of Mnryllnd 1957 as amended
HOUSING _ Part - Arrest Register No.
. ‘LocationMunicipal Court Bldg- Madison & la,ue date __ SOGIET 16 1968
qo _Coloate Pay Dump Guilford *
FT. Donald_Siejack
Address __67 aSk.l_ngh.j_Y______

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE CITY, TO WIT:

_ ' Whereas, complaint has been :made_before me, the subscriber, a Judge of the Municipal
Court of Baltimore City, in the State of Maryland, presiding in the Criminal Division _HOUSTING

Part of said Court upon the information and oath of Mr. Winston J. Miller, Principal Sanjtarian
Baltimore City Health Department

who charges you with
violation of Section 16C of Article 11 of the Baltimore City Code of 1966, as
ordained by Ordinance 1062 approved June 26, 1967, on the premises of 6721
Pulaski Highway in that the said Donald Siejack did unlawfully permit open

burning of trash and other materials after being notified by the Commissioner
of Health on or about July 8, 1968 that such open burning is Prohibited.

in Baltimore City, in the State of Maryland, and that said offense:
{3 A. was committed vu or about the
0 B. was committed on or lbout. the .
and did continue to be committed on or about the following days and dates:

Y

day of . , 19
August 19_68

10th _ day of

You are therefore, pursuant to law, summoned to appear before me, or any other Presiding Judge of‘

. the Municipal Court of Baltimorg City in the said Part on the day of
asdd , 19 at 9300 o'clock .M., to be dealt
with according to law, E
' : ; 001698
day of G l\i , 19

leen under my hand and seal this

- Name: - - @'d]@/ﬂ”«&/ jf)
plllnmt e
Address: Winston J. Miller, Prin. Sanitanan , W 5 S (
JBureau of Industrial Hygzene '
: om““““‘“’ ‘607 AmerTCan BuiIamg 0005332
(Seal)

-Judge, Municipal Court of Baltimore City
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BAITMORE CITY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
B

U OF INDUSTRIAL HYGIENE

Mr Szock
QoL ATE PAYLOADL

._l2J£4aéL_Q%JL:uL{;ZuJZzA¢£zi.[Vf9 Y
The above person and/or company was observed in violation of the
Air Pollution-Open Burning Ordinapce lo.l1062 appmved June 26 ?ﬁs
as a result of open burning at 3™ T -5
time (date)
of 4;’1 w /'- at the following

(mater:.a.o

location j?quN ""7{673-/ /Pm)(mj‘é?‘{
6‘%\@/@'@%

200804
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/ (date)

The above persecn and/or company vas observed in violation of the

Air Pollution - Open Burning Ordinance No. 1062 approved Jung 25

1567 as a result of open burning at  // 35S on —ﬁ?ﬁ’ 3
(taiz) : doce

of  SARA /01 #/n &lﬂqf : "at the foilowing
location _ /el / i édm /vItfo ' .
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T ? UREAU OF INDUSTRIAL HYGIECWE - o
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(uate)
o (

A A
S /A~ Va1

The above person and/cor company was observed in vislation of the

ABir Psllution - Cren Burning Crdinance No. 1052 approved June 25, 657/

1257 as a result of copen burrning at :723[2&1 Q &a\;fzf\ [0 —2—

. i ) aace

. _ of WLLMAA@L at the following
(maverial)

location QZQh‘ﬁ:;Z 9 { @5@4&‘ gif{_( 8@‘2&&5 , m_,é,

£ WD

canataeri~"n




¢ CITY OF BALTIMORE (
REPLY FORM
T
Om. ' 'ROMCmr-Serv-fte
American Bldg. Room 10-A, Municipal Bldg.
———smokeComtrot
SUBJECT
MESSAGE DATE Oct. 3, ,, 68
Lt £-3% -1 -
1. 6700 Block Pulaski Highway - dump on fire - complainant Fire Alarm
called into Mr, Dahle at 6340 PH  10/2/68
: received—6rL0—PM —10/2/68—
SIGNED ___ .
REPLY | LATE ] 19
SIGNED .
| RECIPIENT: RETAIN WHITE COPY, RETURN PINK COPY G WE 001689
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‘- BALTIMORE CITY HEALTH DEPARTMEMR,
MEMORANDUM

Cctober 3, 1968

TO = Dr. Matthew ‘.l‘ayback, Acting Commissioner of Health

FROM — Mr. Elkins W. Dahle, Jr., Director, Bureau of Industrial Hygiene

SUBJECT —

SUMMONS

It is respectfully requested that permission be granted
for the issuance of a SUMMONS for the Colgate Pay Dump, Mr.
Donald Siejaék, owner, for violation of the Air Pollution -
Open Burning Ordinance No. 1062 of Baltimore City.

EVDIz 1pb GM oo1688

cc: Mr. Schucker '
0005322
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In The Municipal Court of Baltimore City, Criminal Division, . . HOUSING . _ . _ . Part

) A, A
SUMMONS e

Under Article 52, Section 23, Annotated Code
of Maryland 1957 as amended

HBOUSING Part Arrest Register No. . - _ .. _ . .. ____ . _ . ._.

Location Municipal Court Bldg- Madison &lssue date . Oc.t:)bEt_B._——-—__. 19.68 .
Guilford
%onal'g Siejack
" Address _5121_2u1.askz_.ﬂlghmay;_.__

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE CITY, TO WIT:

Whereas, complaint has been made before me, the subscriber, 2 Judge of the Municipal
Sourt of Baltimore City, in the State of Maryland, presiding in the Criminal Division ._BQ.ISIMG_

Baltlmore City Health Depa men
who charges you with y part t

violation of Section 16C of Article 11 of the Baltimore City Cnde of 1966, as
ordained by Ordinance 1062 approved June 26, 1967, on the premises of 6721
JPulaski Highway in that the said Donald Siejack did unlawfully permit open
Dburning of trash material after being notified by the Commissioner of Health
on or absut July 8, 1968 that such open burning is prohibited.

in Baltimore City, in the State of Maryland, and that said offense:
O A. was committed on or about the ______. day of 19
O B. was committed on or about the __2nd _ day of —___October 1968

and did continue to be committed on or about the following days and dates:

You are therefore, pursuant to law, summoned to appear before me, or any other Presiding Judge of
the Municipal Court of Baltimore City in the said QUSING Part on the ___6th _ day of
November 1968 at 9:00 oclock B, M, to be dealt

with according to law.

Given under my hand and seal this . ________day of _ 19

Name:

-amplainant

Add winston J. ller, Prin. Sanitarian
ress: _Baltimore—City-HealthDPepartment
001687

. Bureau of Industrial Hygiene E
Official Agency’: - "602 American Building GB

(Seal)

Judge, Municipal Court of Baltimore City

presiding in Criminal Division _ HOUSING  part
NOTE: Section B is primarily for the use of the Housing Part. ﬂ”M/p’ L-L&- 0005?2 l

3—M.C.B.C ORIGINALZ /..
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v BALTIMORE CITY HEALTH DEPARTMEN

MEMORANDUM

November 12, 1968

o - Mr. George W. Schucker, Acting Commissioner of Health A§2§‘
FROM - Mr. Elkins W. Dahle, Jr., Director, Bureau of Industrial Hygiene
SUBJECT — SUMMONS

It is respectfully requested that permission be granted
for the issuance of a SUMMONS for the Colgate Pay Dump, Mr.
Donald Siejack, owner, for violation of the Air Pollution -

Open Burning Ordinance No. 1062 of Baltimore City.

APPROVED:

e st Metn b/

Acting Commissioner of Health

' EWDJr:pb

cc: Dr. Farber

| GM 001685
as 27 _ : 0005319
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Robb TYLER
v.
BALTIMORE COUNTY, Maryland, et al. !
No. 56 Sept. Term, 1868.

Court of Appeals of Maryland.
Nov. 15, 1968.

Action against county, chief of public
works, county health officer and director
of permits and licenses for writ of manda-
mus ordering approval of application to
operate sanitary landfill and directing issu-
ance of such a permit. The Circuit Court,
Baltimore County, Walter M. Jenifer, J.,
denied the writ and appeal was taken.
The Court of Appeals, Smith, J., held that
denial of permit by county for refusal of
applicant to agree to improve access road
to land in question, pay costs of future re-
Jocation of access road and to signalize
road at railroad crossing would be arbi-
trary if road were a public road.

Remanded for further proceedings
without affirmance or reversal.

1. Health &=31

Refusal by county health department
to approve application to operate sanitary
landfill, based on fact that all owners of
property and operators of landfill were not

named in application, was arbitrary and

unjustified.

2. Mandamus &10, 12

Petitioner in- mandamus proceeding
must show both a clear legal right to
which he is entitled and an imperative duty
on the part of respondent.

3. Mandamus &=7(, 72

Generally mandamus is not proper to
review nonministerial acts of public offi-
cials or agents, but mandamus will lie to
remedy arbitrary abuses of discretion.

"
‘o
iy

247 ATLANTIO REPORTER, 24 BERIES

4. Highways €140

Cbunty has right to place proportional
assessment for improvement to public road
on abutting property owner.

5. Raliroads 243

The cost of signalization for protec-
tion of the public at intersection of rail-
road and public roads is not on operator of
sanitary landfill who uses road as access
road. Code 1957, art. 23, §§ 205, 227.

6. Health =31

Denial of permits by county for refus-
al of applicant for refuse disposal permit
to agree to improve access road to land in
question, pay costs of future relocation of
access road and to signalize road at rail-
road crossing would be arbitrary if the
road were a public road. Maryland Rules,
Rule 871.

7. Health €31

Denial of permit by county for refusal
of applicant for refuse disposal permit to
agree to improve access road to land in
question, pay costs of future relocation of
access road and signalize road at railroad
crossing would be proper if road were a
private road.

——

Richard A. Reid, Towson (Carroll W.
Royston and Royston, Mueller, Thomas &

McLean, Towson, on the brief), for appel-"\

lant, .

Harris James George, Deputy County
Sol. and Jean G. Rogers, Asst. County Sol,
Towson (R. Bruce Alderman, County Sol.,
Towson, on the brief), for appellees.

Before HAMMOND, C. J, and
BARNES, McWILLIAMS, SINGLEY
and SMITH, JJ.

SMITH, Judge.

Appellant (Tyler) brought an action in
the court below against Baltimore County,
the Chief of the Baltimore County Depart-

X
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TYLER v. BALTIMORE OCOUNTY

Md. 705

Cite as 247 A.24 704

ment of Public Works, the Baltimore
County Health Officer and the Director of
Permits and Licenses of Baltimore County
praying issuance of the writ of mandamus
ordering approval of his application to op-
erate a sanitary landfill and directing issu-
ance of such a permit.

This action grows out of the failure of
the appropriate authorities in Baltimore
County to process this application until aft-
er the institution of this proceeding.

The original application for a refuse dis-
posal permit was submitted by Tyler and a
corporation called “Land Reclamation, Inc.”
Tyler testified that the latter corporation
was owned by him, his wife and his chil-
dren. He further testified that with the
approval of Land Reclamation, Inc., the
disposal area was to be operated by Refuse
Disposal, Inc., a corporation owned by him.

The initial landfill application was filed
May 15, 1967. The Maryland State De-
partment of Health issued a refuse dispos-
al permit on June 30, 1967. The landfill
application was approved by the Baltimore
County Office of Planning and Zoning on
July 12, 1967, and by the Baltimore County
Fire Prevention Bureau on July 20, 1967.
The petition for mandamus was filed Sep-
tember 29, 1967, alleging failure to contin-
ue processing the application. The Depart-
ment of Public Works of Baltimore Coun-
ty and the Baltimore County Health De-
partment each on October 26, 1967, disap-
proved the application. Thereupon an
amended petition was filed.

The land involved is located east of
North Point Boulevard} on Norris Lane
and is immediately adjacent to and east of
the Philadelphia, Baltimore and Washing-
ton Railroad track. Norris Lane intersects
North Point Boulevard.

Baltimore County Code (1966 Cumm.

Supp.) § 13.35.1 *“Regulations governing

the storage, collection and disposal of
refuse within Baltimore County” provides
in pertinent part:

207 A 2045

“(a) General Provisions
* * [ ] - ] *

“(5) No disposal site shall be estab-
lished or operated without the approval
of, and being subject to the regulations
and requirements of, The Baltimore
County office of Planning and Zoning,
Department of Public Works, Fire Pre-
vention Bureau, Department of Health,
and the Maryland State Department of
Health.

* - - L .
“(e) Refuse Disposal

* * * * L4 ]

“(3) Sanitary landfills: Any person
disposing or contemplating disposal of
refuse by burying * * * shall comply
with the following general requirements:

* * ] * *’ *

“(H) An all-weather access road, ne-

 gotiable by loaded collection vehicles,

shall be provided to the entrance of the
landfill site.”

Tyler obtained the approval of all de-
partments except the Baltimore County
Department of Health and the Department
of Public Works. The Baltimore County
Department of Health in refusing the li-
cense said:

“The Baltimore County Department of
Health is disapproving the application of
Robb Tyler to operate a sanitary landfill
because he has not obtained a proper
refuse disposal permit from the State
Department of Health. “The permit
from the State Department of Health
(which has been submitted with the
Robb Tyler application) accords permis-
sion to Refuse Disposal, Inc., to con-
struct and operate a sanitary landfill;
however, the application to Baltimore
County makes no mention of Refuse Dis-
posal, Inc., but instead names Robb Tyler
as applicant and Land Reclamation, Inc.,
as lessee.

“As a point of guidance, applicant is
informed that, in order to be acceptable
to the Baltimore County Health Depart-

GM 001724



706 Md.

ment, the State Department of Health
permit must be issued to all owners of
the property on which the landfill is to
be operated, as well as to any person or
corporation who or which might propose
to operate said landfill.”

The Department of Public Works based
its refusal on the failure of Tyler to enter
into a public works agreement as request-
ed. The public works agreement desired
would have required Tyler, among other
things, to agree to provide improvement of
Norris Lane from North Point Boulevard
to the railroad by construction “* * * of
a 15-inch roadway section with bituminous
concrete surface in a 24-foot wide open
section with 3-foot shoulders on a 50-foot
right-of-way” at the expense of Tyler and
to be financially responsible for having the
railroad grade crossing signalized, together
with all arrangements with the railroad to
accomplish the signalization.

The lower court in a carefully reasoned
opinion reviewed each of the reasons ad-
vanced by the county for not granting the
permit. It held the action of the Health
Department was not legally justified. It
said:

“The local law, which is really in the
form of regulations, does not specifically
provide that the application shall be
signed by all owners of the property, or
that it shall also be signed by any and all
persons or corporations which might
propose to operate the landfill. If the
legislative body enacting these regula-
tions deemed it necessary to have the ap-
plication so signed, it could have made
provisions in the act. Of course the
County argues because of the various
matters of compliance and the penalty
provision fot violation of any regulation
under the act, they should be entitled to
have a responsible person sign the appli-
cation. There may be some merit in
this, but if that were so the County law
should have provided and made it a re-
quirement in the filing of the application
that all owners and all operators should
be a party to it. Of course, Doctor

247 ATLANTIO BEPORTER, 24 S8ERIES

Roop, as the Deputy State and County‘
Health Officer, is the approving authori-
ty under these regulations.”

[1] The lower court concluded that the
Health Department’s refusal was because
of the form in which the application wa
presented and that the Health Depant
ment’s action was not legally justifie
We agree.

The Board of Public Works' action wi
predicated on highway comments, ston
drain comments, water comments, sanitat
sewer comments, general comments and d
vision of land development comments. In
terestingly enough, the general comments
stated that its Bureau of Sanitation uses
only a six inch cover of earth for each
day’s operation where Tyler was proposing
to use eight inches. It is impossible to
read those comments and ascertain precise-
ly what was to be expected of the property
owner as a condition precedent to the

. granting of a permit, but it would appear,

among other things, that not only was the
property owner expected to execute a pub-
lic works agreement under which he would
improve Norris Lane, but it was also ex-
pected that he would pay the cost of a re-
Jocation of Norris Lane at the time of con-
struction of the Patapsco Expressway.

The lower court rested its denial of the
writ of mandamus upon the right of the
county to require an access road and the
protection of the public in the matter of
the railroad crossing although comment-
ing:

“s » * T do not consider that a fifty
foot right of way with twenty-four feet
of paving was ever contemplated under
these regulations in order to provide an
all-weather access road.”

[2,3] The general rule is firmly estab-
lished that the petitioner in a mandamus
proceeding must show both a clear legal
right to which he is entitled and an imper-
ative duty on the part of the respondent.
Bd. of County Com'rs v. Oxford Develop-
ment Co., 209 Md. 373, 378, 121 A2d 239

| GI\/R 001725



TYLER v. BALTIMORE OOUNTY Md. 707
Cite as 247 A.2d 704 : ’

(1956). It is also 4 general principle of
law that mandamus is not proper to review
nonministerial acts of public officials or
agents, but this Court has recognized that
mandamus will lie to remedy arbitrary
abuses of discretion. State Dep't of
Health v. Walker, 238 Md. 512, 209 A2d
855 (1965). Appellee argues the local au-
thority has the power to adopt ad hoc reg-
ulations. In the latter case we said:

“s w» ® the Department is bound by its
own regulations, just as are applicants
for permits, and can not in approving or
disapproving applications presented to it,
depart from those regulations and make
ad hoc decisions.” Id. at 523, 209 A.2d
at 561.

The record does not disclose whether or
not Norris Lane is a public road. It was
indicated at the argument that it is a pub-
lic road from North Point Road to the

railroad with some homes abutting thereon.

The proposition that there may be an as-
sessment on an abutting property owner in
connection with the improvement of a pub-
lic road is well recognized. In Silver
Spring Memorial Post No. 2562, V.F.W. v.
Montgomery County, 207 Md. 442, 115 A.
2d 249 (1955) we said:

“The law is firmly established in Mary-
land that in order to justify a special
" assessment for a local improvement such

as the paving of a street, there must be -

both a public purpose and a special bene-
fit to the properties to be assessed over
and above that accruing to the public.
(citing authorities) The difficulty of bal-
ancing the necessary public interest and
the required special benefits to particular
properties has often led to imposing a
part of the cost on the community at
large tarough general taxation and a
part on properties specially benefited.”
1d. at 448, 115 A .2d at 251.

[4) We have been cited no authority
and we are aware of no anthority under
which the county could require Tyler to
acquire at Tyler's expense a right-of-way

for widening 2 public road and then re-
quire him to proceed to improve this public
road at his expense to the county's specifi-
cations. This is not to be confused with
the county’s right to place a proportional
assessment on him for improvement if he
is an abutting property owner. '

[5] 1f Norris Lane at its point of in-
tersection with the Philadelphia, Baltimore
and Washington Railroad right-of-way is a
public road, then the cost of signalization
is misplaced. Code (1966 Repl. Vol.) (Art.
23, § 205) provides: ’

“Every railroad company organized
under this article shall be required to
erect at all points where its road shall
cross any public road, * * * a sign
* * * to give notice of the proximity
of the railroad * * *”

Section 227 of Art. 23 provides:

“Whenever the several railroads of
this State shall cross any public highway
at grade * * * and any such highway
shall be believed to be of such a charac-
ter as to render the passage of locomo-
tives and trains thereon dangerous to life
and property, it shall be the duty of the
commissioners of the county in which
such point of crossing shall be located, to
notify the company owning or operating
the railroad at such point, * * * that
the said county commissioners will * *
consider the necessity of further pro-
tection against danger at said crossing;
andif * * * said county commission-
ers * * * shall determine that such
protection is necessary, they shall notify
said railroad company * * * that *
said railroad company shall either place
a flagman at said crossing, * * * or
a system of electric 2larm bells, * * *;
or shall change the said grade crossing
$0 as to pass said highway with an under
or over grade crossing * * *”

[6,7] If Norris Lane is a public road,
then the county’s reason for denying the -
cense was not a proper one and, therefore,
was arbitrary. Accordingly, we shall re-

@Qq;gfg(
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708 M.

mand the case without affirmance or re-
versal in accordance with Maryland Rule
871 to determine the status of said road.
1f Norris Lane from the Tyler property to

North Point Boulevard is determined to be -

a private road, then the action of the trial
court is proper. If Norris Lane in said
area is determined to be a public road,
then the writ of mandamus should be is-
sued commanding the issuance of the re-
quested refuse disposal permit.

Remanded for further proceedings with-
out affirmance or reversal, costs to await
the final result.

A/C ELECTRIC COMPANY, Inc.
L v.
AETNA INSURANCE COMPANY,
No. 394,

Court of Appcals of Maryland.
Nov. 15, 1968.

Suit by subcontractor against general
contractor, general contractor’s proprietor
and payment bond surety for money alleged
due under contract for electrical work. The

Circuit Court for Prince George's County, -

J. Dudley Digges, C. J., entered judgment
against general contractor and its owner
and granted surety’s motion for direct-
ed verdict. Subcontractor appealed. The
Court of Appeals, Singley, ]., held that
where general contractor, an individual
proprietorship indebted to subcontractor for
electrical work, gave subcontractor 60-day
note covering indebtedness, and note was
guaranteed by proprietor, and labor and ma-
terial payment bond identified proprietor as
trading as general contractor, note created

different obligation and was not merely.

collateral for debt, but surety on bond was
not discharged by the unconsented to ex-

247 ATLANTIC REPORTER; 24 SERIES

tension of time for payment except insofar
as prejudiced by the extension.

Reversed and remanded for trial.

l.. Principal and Surety $=105(3)

Where general contractor, an individ-
ual proprietorship indebted to subcontractor
for electrical work, gave subcontractor 60-
day note covering indebtedness, and note
was guaranteed by proprietor, and labor
and material payment bond identified pro-
prictor as trading as general contractor,
note created different obligation and was
not merely collateral for debt, but surety
on bond was not discharged by the uncon-
sented to extension of time for payment ex-
cept insofar as prejudiced by the extension.

2. Principal and Surety &=59

Silence on part of surety is not ordi-
narily regarded as acquiescence or consent
to liability.

. 3 Insurance €&372(2)

An insurer may, by its conduct, be
deemed to have waived a condition of its
policy or some irregularity on the part of
its insured if waiver would not extend
coverage.

4. Principal and Surety ¢105(3)

Where subcontractor accepted general
contractor’s 60-day note in substitution for
amount due under subcontract without no-
tice to surety, which had provided a pay-
ment bond, that time for payment had been
extended, whether acceptance of note
amounted to unreasonable extension of time
or prejudiced surety were questions of fact
for the jury.

Frank P. Flury, Riverdale, for a’ppeua‘

William A. Ehrmantraut, Rockville (i
ward C. Donahue and James P. Gleas
Rockville, on the brief), for appellee.

Before HAMMOND, C. J., and MA
BURY, BARNES, FINAN, SINGL}

‘and SMITH, JJ.
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In The Municipal Court of Baltimore City, Criminal Division, _ HCUSING_ ;@@gaﬂ
. &y

SUMMONS P

! / It o2 on 2. A iteates ‘ol ’ &
A S G SN

_heuerie Part Arrest Register No, . _ )
Locaticn Ponigi=al C"L?h._Bld"’ 32155n & JIssue date __ _._ !a_m_r-n’_ , 19_6_8_
Cuilford

Coleate Fay Dumo
To Ir. Z»*na"d"‘ze;é"
Address __£7°) Pnlgeki Mighway =
STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE CITY, TO WIT:

‘vhereas, complaint kins been made before me, the subscriber, a Judge of the Municipal

Jourt of Baltimore City, in the State of Marvland, presiding in the Criminal Division __ HCUSINS

Part of said Court upon the information and outh of Yr. Vinston J, Miller, Principsl_Saniteri

a r "l:-\ ‘t
who charges you with B2ltimore City Health partmen

vislation 2f fection 16C Qﬁ..&:tiglgjl_a_ﬁ_tﬁa_Bé; ore City Code of_19c5,_as
—ordaiped by Ordinance 1062 appraoved Jupe 26, 13627, an the premises af 721
Pulaski Fighway in that the said Donald Siejack did unlawfully permit open
burring of trash material af<er being notified by the Commissioner of Health

cn cr ebout July 8, 1968 thet such open burning is prohibited.

in Baltimore City, in the State of Maryland, and that said offense:
O A. wascommittedonoraboutthe —______dayof . . _ . _.__ . 19
™1 B. was committed on or about the __11th. day of ___ N2 -..m.b‘=r___ ———

. 1968 _,

and did continue to be committed on or about the following days and dates:

You are therefore, pursuant to law, summoned to aprrar beiore me. or 2ny other Presiding Judge of

the Municipal Court of Baltimore City in the said HOUSING Part on the ___ 18R a4.¢ of
December 1968 .t 9:00 o'clock _A. 0., to be dealt

with according to liw.

Given under my hand and seal this _ __________ _dayof ... _ _

Name:

Winston JSOPAYIYE, Prin. Samtanan

< ;‘mg e City 2a1th Department
Address: Lal EreauI:u n d“t‘*: ygiene

Official Agency:_ 602 American Building .-

Judge, \Inmcm.x! Court of B' tlll)();'c C.;ty

presidimg in Criminal Division . HCU_QINQ..._ Part
NOTE: Section B is primarily for the use of the Housing Part. \x' M 0 0 l 6 8 4
8$—M.C.B. C. f
ORIGINAL 0005318
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1967 as a result of open burni

of  —nasd &+ fronds

(ateTdal)

locatizon ng‘v (77}//

SOOI

- . ., - - - -

&a " [ \J‘\J!u - N Bt D " -J-_'\J \)

— - T - e —

G Moo1681
0005315



BALTIMORE CITY HEALTH DEPARTMEI

%
2
| N MEMORANDUM . ‘%Of%
‘ - November 25, 1968 < %\
TO - Dr Robert E. Farber, Commissioner of Health

FROM — Mr. Elkins W. Dahle, Jr., Director, Bureau of Industrial Hygiene
SUBJECT —  SUMMONS

It is respectfully requested that permission be granted
for the issuance of a SUMMONS for the Colgate Pay Dump, Mr.
Donald Siejack, owner, for violation of the Rir Pollution -

Open Burning Ordinance No. 1062 of Baltimore City.

APPROVED:

(20,82, Felewm.D

Commissioner of Health

EWDJr:pb
cc: Mr. Schucker

o GM no1672
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BALTIMORE CITY HEALTH DEPARTHEMT
BUREAU OF INDUSTRIAL HYGIEN. .}

1/ /2¢/6 8

(date)

(@]
9
%%
Y%
A
A
©

zo: DONALD S/z«/,yu;.(

CO MO

SK/
‘//‘ /_11 M/

A n

The above person and/osr company was observed in .violat:.on of the

Air Pollution - Open Burning Ordinance No, 1062 a proveo Jun
1967 as a result of open burning at // on ///2 e;
C ame Qa

£ 5F FiSH TREE L1rtesl “at the following
XAaTeTIal) —
locstion (727 PULASK] Jyw 7 .
M 7
Sanitarian

m
-“‘“*‘““‘*‘*ﬁ*':‘ﬂ‘\'}ﬁﬂﬁoo

Y 2 4

T OoeC¢C T I T 2300 30 J))_).) ) 9e
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TOO®. TS 2220033200 ) ' )@@
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‘ BALTIMORE CITY HEALTH DEPARTMiy @9,
o 2%,
MEMORANDUM %

November 27, 1968

o
2

To — Dr. Robert E. Farber, Commissioner of Health

FROM — Mr. Elkins W. Dahle, Jr., Director, Bureau of Industrial Hygiene

SURJECT — SUMMONS

It is respectfully requested that permission be granted
for the issuance ofl a SUMMONS for the Colgate Pay Dump, Mr.
Donald Siejack, owner, for vislation of the Air Psllution -

Open Burning Ordinance No. 1062 of Baltimore City.

éﬁ;*«klavua Lkg:;I:LOJL)V'>

® /
2PPROVED:
(Ziszcﬁia'f’.\iaz«‘an”.""D-
Commissioner of Health
EWDJr :pb
cc: Mr. Schucker
™
aM 001650
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~Address £721 Pulaski Highway

. 7 . ,.)

> e 129 — P. gﬁ%
%%
In The Municipal Court of Baltimore City, Criminal Division, ____ HOSING Party v
SUMMONS | Xy,
Under Article 52, Section 23, Annotated Code &

of Maryland 1957 as amended

BORSING Part Arrest Register No.
Location Municipal Court Bldg-Madison & Isgue date . November 27, , 19_68
Guilford

To Colgate Pay Dumg . ’
Mr. Donald Siejack

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE CITY, TO WIT:

Whereas, complaint has been made before me, the subscriber, a Judge of the Municipal
Jourt of Baltimore City, in the State of Maryland, presiding in the Criminal Division HOUSING

Part of said Court unon the information and oath of Mr. Winston J. Miller, Principal Sanjtariar
Baltimore City Health Department

who charges you with
violation of Section 16C of Article 11 of the Baltimore City Code of 1366, as

ordained by Ordinance 1062 approved June 26, 1967, on the premises of 6§72 'l
Pulaski Highway in that the said Donald Siejack did unlawfully permit spen
burning of trash material and brush after being notified by the Commissioner
of Health on or about July 8, 1968 that such cpen burning is prohibited.

in Baltimore City, in the State of Maryland, and that said‘ offense:

O A. was committed on or about the _______ day of 19
0O B. was committed on or about the _25th _ day of November 1958

‘and did continue to be committed on or about the following days and dates: _

You arc therefore, pursuant to law, summoned to appear beforc mie, or any other Presiding Judge of

the Municipal Court of Ealtimore City in the said HOUSING __ part on the 18th day of
December 1968 at___9:00 o'clock . ____ R.M, to be dealt
with according to law. U hl 0 O 1 671
Given under my hand and seal this ___________ day of
/24&'6

Name:

”‘“?[JW ?a —
winston J™MI1¥r, Prin. Sanitarian

Address: __Bahm:m_(:lz%‘ﬂe_alth_mﬁar_tme
ureau of ndust al yg‘.\.ene

Official Agency: 80
(Seal)

Judge, Municipal Court oijulumore Cn)

presiding in Criminal Division é?__ __ECQiING Part
~ _"/“f}/ zﬂb :

NOTE: Section B is primarily for the use of the Housing I'art.

I-M.CBC ORIGINAL u( ( 00053 0‘5
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In The Municipal Court of Baltimore City, Criminal Division, HOUSING P ﬁ%’
: A,
A
SUMMONS N

Under Article 52, Section 23, Annotated Code
of Maryland 1957 as amended

PC"_‘ S"’I'G Part Arrest Register No.

| Location unicinal Court Bldg-Madli;n glssue date ___December 4, 1968

Gua

T 2y _Thrn
® = fr. Dsniid Siejack
Address £721 Pnlaski ah\‘:ay

S'TATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE CITY, TO WIT:

Whereas, complaint has been made before me, the subscriber, a Judge of the Municipal
Jourt of Baltimore City, in the State of Maryland, presiding in the Criminal Division ___ HOUSING

Part of said Court upon the information and oath of Mr. Winston J, Miller, Principal Sanitariar.

a artment
who charges you with Baltimore City Health Dep

vinalation of Section 16C of Artdicle 11 of the Baltimore City Code of 1966, as
ardaired by_Ordinance 1062 approved June 26, 1967, on the premises of 6721

Pnlaski Highway in that the said Donald Siejack did unlawfully permit open
burning of brush and tree limbs after being notified by the Commissioner of

Health on or about July 8, 1968 that such open burning is prohibited.

in Baltimore City, in the State of Maryland, and that said offense:

[0 A. was committed on or about the ____ day of 19
D B. was committed on or about the __26th day of November 1968

and did continue to be committed on or about the following days and dates:

" You are therefore, pursuant to law, summoned to anpcar before me, or any other Presiding Judge of

- thé Municipal Court of Baltimore City in the said BOUSING Part on the __ 18th  4ay of
December 1968 _ at .8 ocock —___RA. M, to be dealt
. with according to law. .
_Given under my hand and seal this day of 19
Name: _
. Winston J .Ciﬁ'ﬁ%‘!“ Prin. Sanitarian .
Address: I alth = Hygiege 4 ,
edau o ngustri
" Official Agency: -EQE_American_Bu;lding__ , G M 001674
—— (Seal)
Judge, Municipal Court of Baltimore City
presiding in Criminal Division BwSING Pprtv
NOTE: Bection B is primarily for the use of the Housing Part. MM"[IW e
S—¥.C.B.C ORIGINAL fu'U 0095308
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B._ IMORE CITY HEALTH DEPARTMEN. ,; 9%
BUREAU OF INDUSTRIAL HYGIENE % |

Fel- 2¢, (9€G

10: _Colo /
L'o 2] P p "8
_BALTIMIRE. _MD

JM«C’A:\.“—'L _41'( < vk ﬂlv
The above person an’’or company was observed in violation‘of the Fao e J’
Air Pollution - Open Burning Ordinance No. 1062 approved June 26, '~ vl

1967 as a result of open burning at 4 gm on ZFel-20,/ 7 Ul
3 etparal Quag .&Mnunga € (date o {-
of Lok ,éfa a/é/u/.h : at the following G &

"7 (material) ‘ LT
Location Z;L PULASK) HIGHWAY MAM
,&,‘wd’zr:\%

Sanitarian :45&4/‘/9’/2&4.— .1:.~.,c7u£‘t_

— e o
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BUREAU OF INDUSTRIAL HYGIENE
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LOLGARTE FAY DIMP
72 LULAS[C Hiouway

The above person and/or company was observed in violation of the

Air Pollution - Open Burning Ordinance No. 1062 approved June 26

1967 as a result of open burning at . on _pgpere 1 2¢ p
- (time) . (367_1-'9) r

VArtievs DeBey &
of /KﬁS[‘( —DEMoLiTrox RY Qu. at the following
(nterial) '
location _COL GCa7ls Ay Do P .

Sanitarian
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B‘IPDRE CITY HEALTR DEPARTHEN‘I'

BUREAU OF INDUSTRIAL HYGIENE
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(- 72]  FILASI HICHWA y

The above person and/or conpany was observed in violation of the
Air Pollution - Open Burning Ordinance No. 1062 appr une— 2
1967 as a result of open burning at : }ffd A °7 §f7é 7
(time) 5 (cliaie)
Ve o (B SN P ] 2y &
of _1£F 5/4 7 o th at the following

C o ?‘ﬁt‘fi‘n A

Location

Sanitarian
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fn The Municipal Court of Baltimore City, Criminal Division, HOUSING Pax:i‘\

SUMMONS

Under Article 52, Section 23, Annotated Code
of Maryland 1957 as amended

a

HOUSING Part Arrest Register No.
" Location MUNICIPAL COURT BLDG-Madisonrf; Issue date Lﬂ!’i‘ ]1' — 1969

Guilford
To .Colgate Pay Dump
Mr. Do‘gﬂg gli]a k..
Address SEJ. Highway
STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE CITY, TO WIT: : ;
Whereas, complaint has been made before me, the subscriber, a Judge of the Municipal

Sourt of Baltimore City, in the State of Maryland, presiding in the Criminal Division _HOUSING __

Part of said Court upon the information and oath of Mr. Winston J. Miller, Principal Sanjtaric:
& e P : Baltimore City Health Department +

who charges you with
violation of Section 16C of Article 11 of the Baltimore City Code of 1966, as

ordained by Ordinance 1062 gppfoved June 26, 1967, on the premises of 6721 .
Pulaski Highway in that the said Donald Siejack did unlawfully permit open
burning of trash, demolition rubble and various debris on April 7, 1969 after

being notified by the Commissioner Q.f Health on or about July 8, 1968 that
such open burning is prohibited, '

in Baltimore City, in the State of Maryland, and that said offense:

0O A. was committed on or about the _______ day of —___ 19
{J B. was committed on or about the _7th  day of April T 69

and did continue to be committed on or about the following days and dates:

You are therefore, pursuant to law, summoned to appear before xﬁe, or any other Presiding Judge of

the Municipal Court of Baltimore City in the said ___HOUSING Part on the ___7th day of
_May , 19_69 at 9:00 _o'clock A, M, to be dealt
with according to law.,
Given under my hand and seal this —_________ dayof ' ; 19
Name: pmE
winston JYMi%1¥T, Prin. Sanitarian ~
Address: _Baltimore City Health Department (G M 001668

' Burea f_Indystrial, iene
Official Agency:. 80 Amerlcanﬂugggnq _ . 00.0530',

A [ 6‘) ",Qa J W : .
/’ﬁ . 7 %ﬁaj‘?’“’z ?f J‘;:M gj‘ﬂ‘é“:‘é” Judge, Municipal Court of Baltimore City (Seal)
" € s Wé W IFA‘ /;yu—‘j /gﬂﬂ.& . presiding in Criminal Division ~ ’ﬂ‘QJSING Part

Vo



July 18, 1969

Mr. Donald A. Siejack
6721 Pulaski Highway
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

A,
SUBJECT: 30-Day Temporary Permit for Sanitary Landfill ﬁ%&

Dear Mr. Siejack:

Your application to the Department of Housing and Community Development
for a temporary sanitgry landf1ll permit at 6721 Pulaski Highway has been referred
to me for determination as responsibility for saﬁita;‘y landfills is vested in

the Department of Public Works.

Your application has been reviewed by the Baltimore City Health Department
and the Fire Department. We will issue you a permit' for 30 days operation providing

that:

1. A bond in the amount of $20,000 is provided to the;v _
‘ City for any expenses which méy be incurred by the CitAy‘
in controlling fires or in correcting unsatisfactory
operation of the sanitary landfill under this permit. '
Bond will also be subject to forfeiture if the conditions
below are not complied with in every reapect.l
Z.r';jl;érn of earth without any combustible Mterial at hut

8' deep is placed and compacted at this 1ocation. |

3. Lifts of all waste uterial uceivad not nora :hu\ 20' w:lde

,I‘ H (..._

are to be placed and compacud parallol to tho botn lnd .
completely covered vith a ninim of 1' o! conplctod mth 4 e
at the end of each day's opoution thuc eonpluinz n c.ll _ | | -::-,-

of compacted refuse conplotely au:cwndod vich mmud urth ‘ J

' each day.




: &
Mr. Donald A, Siejack . - 2 = July 18, 1962%2

‘ 4. No salvage operation shall be conducted on the property,

e

&

5. Existing metal materials at other locations on the property
shall be removed from the property or buried within the
30=day period.

6. All other existing combustible material on the property
shall be rémoved or compacted and covered within the
30-day p?riod. .

7. Sufficient good earth cover material shall be etéck-piled
in advance of each day'’'s operation.

8. No burning shall be permitted qh the proparty at any time.
Water shall bé provided to assist in ﬁutting out any
accidental fires which may occur. An operable water tank

. _ truck with pump and hose shall be the minimum equipment
necessary to meet thisvrequirement.

9. The necessary heavy equipment such as dozers, front-énd loaders,
etc., shall be maintained in good operating condition at all.
times.

10. Any day that personnel and equipment is not avéilable'to
carry out the operation as outlined above wnq?a materials
should not be accepted at the fill. |

11. Stock pile of earth cover material will be naintained

e

immediately adjacent for firo prcVention pu:poual‘,,
: ,

. It is further expresaly underutood that tcmporary oparation vill be
limited to the area agreed to by the Health Dcpartnnnt.,youtsclf. and Mr. sartin
' located on the southern part of the aubject property und rnnning genenll.y

parallel to the southern property line, the lit. bcing ttu fron And unoto £ron




Mr. Donald A. Siejack S July 18, 1969%@
P d
’ ﬁékﬁ%%
‘any comtustible material on the property: This is the same site mentioned in the

Baltimore City Health Department letter of June 20, 1969, with reference to the L.
b7
subject permit. é&
Sihcerely.
BUREAU HEAD

CEW/vt
cc: Dr. F. Pierce Linaweaver
Fire Department
Dr. Robert E. Farber
Mr. J. William Martin
. Mr. Dahle
: Mr. Sachs
Mr. Childs
Mr. Ottavio F. Grande

Mr. George W. Schucker




BALTIMORE CITY HEALTH DEPARTMENT

MEMORANDUM

July 25, 1969

Mr., C. Edward Walter
Mr. George W. Schucker

30-Day Temporary Permit for Sanitary FiilA(Donald A, Siejack)

Following my sending the letter of June 30, 1969 to Mr.
Grande concerning the temporary landfill permit, Mr. Martin
contacted us and requested us to modify the #2 requirement in
our letter because of the volume of clean earth required, After
considerable discussion we did agree to a modification which we
believe will accomplish the same purpose.

We therefore suggest that #2 in your draft be dropped and
#3 be changed as follows:

"Lifts of all waste material received, not more than 20' wide,
are to be placed, compacted and completely covered with a mini-
mum of 1' of compacted earth at the end of each day's operation
thus completing a cell of compacted refuse completely surrounded
with compacted earth each day. The first lifts, which are to be
placed parallel to the southern property line of Mr. Siejack's
property, shall be located a minimum of 20' from the property
line or the existing sloping bank and the southern side of the
cell shall be covered with clean earth compacted on a 2 to 1
slope.”

Other than the above changes which you were not aware of
we think your proposed letter is fine.

GWS :MM . \-ﬁ-/. MMN

Y
P
&
AR

W
N

0 03465



C. EDWARD WALTER. P. E.
BUREAU KEAD DEPARTMENT OF PPUBLIC WORKS

o : ., <

BUREAU OF ENGINEERING
MUNICHA L BUTLDING
RALTINMORE. MARYLAND 21202

July 29, 1969

Mr, Donald A. Siejack
6721 Pulaski Highway
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

SUBJECT: 30-Day Temporary Permit for Sanitary Landfill

Dear Mr. Siejack:

Your application to the Department of Housing and Community Development
for a temporary sanitary landfill permit at 6721 Pulaski Highway has been referred
to me for determination as responsibility for sanitary landfills is vested in the
Department of Public Works.

_ Your application has been reviewed by the Baltimore City Health Department
and the Fire Department. We will issue you a permit for 30 days operation providing
that:

1. A bond in the amount of $20,000 is provided to the City
for any expenses which may be incurred by the City in
controlling fires or in correcting unsatisfactory
operation of the sanitary landfill under this permit.
Bond will also be subject to forfeiture if the conditions
below are not complied with in every respect.

2. Lifts of all waste material received, not more than 20'
wide, are to be placed,compacted and completely covered
with 2 minimum of 1' of compacted earth at the end of
each day's operation thus completing a cell of com-
pacted refuse completely surrounded with compacted
earth each day. The first 1ifts, which are to be
placed parallel to the southern property line of
Mr. Siejack's property, shall be located a minimum
of 20' from the property line or the existing sloping
bank and the southern side of the cell shall be covered
with clean earth compacted on a8 2 to 1 slope.

3. No salvage operation shall be conducted on the prbperty.‘
4. Existing metal materials at other locations on the

property shall be removed from the property or buried
within the 30-day period.

GM oo01631

0005250
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Mr. Dondald A. Siejack -2 - : July 29, rﬁ@g

5. All other existing combustible material on the property
shall be removed or compacted and covered within the
30-day period.

6. Sufficient good earth cover material shall be stock~
piled in advance of each day's operation.

7. No burning shall be permitted on the property at any
time. Water shall be provided to assist in putting out
any accidental fires which may occur. An operable
water tank truck with pump and hose shall be the
minimum equipment necessary to meect this requirement.

8. The necessary heavy equipment such as dozers, front-
end loaders, etc., shall be maintained in good operating
‘condition at all times.

9. Any day that personnel and equipment is not available to
carry out the operation as outlined above waste materials
should not be accepted at the £f1ll.

10. Stock pile of earth cover material will be maintained
immediately adjacent for fire prevention purposes.

It is further expressly understood that temporary operation will be
limited to the area agreed to by the Health Department, yourself, and Mr. Martin
located on the southern part of the subject property and running generally
parallel to the southern property line; the site being free from and remote from
any combustible material on the poperty. This is the same site mentioned in the
Baltimore City Health Department letter of June 20, 1969, with reference to the
subject permit.

C:i?:;zv~»dbfalaﬁﬁ:~
BUREAU HEAD

CEW/vt

cc: Dr. F. Pierce linaweaver
. Fire Department
Dr. Robert E. Farber
Mr. J. William Martin V//
Mr. Elkins W, Dahle, Jr.
Mr. C. Edward Sachs
Mr. John A. Childs
Mr. Ottavio F. Crande
Mr. George W. Schucker

GM o0t632

00057251
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c! "DWARD WALTER. P. E.

BURCAU HEAD DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
BUREATU OF ENGINEERING
MENICIPAL, BUILDING
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21202

October 1, 1969

Mr. Donald A. Siejack
6721 Pulaski Highway.
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

SUBJECT: 30-Day Temporary Permit for Sanitary
: Landfill, 6721 Pulaski Highway

Dear Mr. Siejack:

On July 29, 1969, I notified you that your permit for a
landfill operation at the subject location had expired. In the same
communication several criteria were mentioned which required your
agreement prior to the issuance of a temporary permit. I have not

. heard from you to date. :

C~

You may consider this final notice that if the terms set
forth in my letter of July 29, 1969, requisite to the issuance of a
permit by me are not complied with by October 15, 1969, I shall request
the City Law Department to take action as you are operating a sanitary
landfill without a permit in violation of City Code, Article 19,
Section 122, which says in part, "Any person violating the provisions
of this section shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and, upon conviction
thereof, shall be subject to a fine-of not exceeding fifty dollars
($50.00) for each and every such offense.’

I await your immediate feply in this matter.

Sincerely,
p 4 7
A BUREAU HEAD
CEW/vt // - | | _
'APPROVED: / - MM

. Director of Public Works

cc: Hon. George L, Russell, Jr.
Mr. Ceorge W. Schucker

0 03503
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o Summary and Recommendations Fip

The former 68th Street Dump (Robb Tyler Dump), which is located south of the

-B&0 Railroad between 6800-7200 Pulaski Highway, Baltimore County; operated under
several Health Department permits from approximately December 1953 to the later
1960s. A second site, which is géparated from the 68th Street facility by Kerring Run,
was leased from Industria]vEnterprises, Inc., and operated from about 1955-1959.
Though run concurrently with the former for a period of years, the Industrial
Enterprises site is listed separately and is tovered under another preliminary
assessmént.
Permitted by the State Hea]th Department on September 16, 1953, the first section
~of the fill, which handled predominately industrial trash from Baltimore City,
‘onsisted of approximately 30 acres and was described as being loczted south of
junction of Moores Run and the B&0 Railroad. Photos and inspection reports
coQgring the lifespan of this section of the fill (1953-1956) show and describe
numerous o0il pits used for the disposal of liquid waste, large accumd]ations of
5559a11on drums stacked for sa]Qage, and the indiscriminate dumping of liquid wasté
from a vacuum truck. Moreover, these early reports describe numerous fires, complaints
- of repugnant odors frqm nearby citizens, and water po11ﬁtion prqb]ems pursuant to
the diﬁcharge of 0il an<, or refuse'to Herring and Moores Runs. In general, the fill

was considered as a nuisance during the course of its operating history.




Page 2 - | 'gI o8 CoPy ONLXZ
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: Following the closure of the first section of the fill in early 1956, operations

were shifted to the Industrial Enterpfises site where they remained until January 1957.
At that time, Ty]er was issued a new permit for the tract of land adjacent to the
original section filled on the north sidé_of Herring Run. At first, coperations here
consisted of the construction of a new office and garage comp]éx, but were later
enlarged to include salvaging operations, the burning of refuse in an incinerator,
‘and the landfilling of both refuse and incinerator ash including ash from the
Baltimore City incinerator. At some time in this period, a bridge was constructed
across Herring Run connecting the operations oh both sides of the riQer;

After 1960, further information covering the operation of the Tyler property
are virtually nonexistant. Howe&er, the site is believed to have been closed
some time in 1961. Since that time, portions of the fill have been sold or traded

' to new owners who include the Mayor and City Council of Beltimore, the Chessie Railroad,

and the 20/20 8rcadcasting Company. The refuse collection business operated by
Robb Tyler, Inc. was sold to Browning-Ferris Industries which rents the 68th
Street complex from the Tyler's, |

During a photographic survey conducted by WMA personnel‘on June 28, 1984,
approximately i0 55-gallon drums were discovered protruding from a hillside on_ the
Tyler property which is now rented by Browning-Ferris Ihdustries. Upon remo&a]iu'
of the drums by MWR, Inc., a licensed hazardous waste ccntractor, one of the drums.

‘was found "toconta 1n—puwnt sluﬂge*mhwch~was'removed 16 a Yicensed TSB Facility.



e T CriTiMAL o, 61
NEAR HOSEDALE ~ REFUSE DISPOSAL {: .7} BALT IMCRE CUUNT!’%‘ ,

September 2, 1955 : 019 :
)

RCBB TYikR DUMP: ‘Dumping oil and grease from barrels.

_ - . ~ o~ . [ C—— — et — ~

MArios o 4 catle

REFUSE DISPOSAL

BALTIMORE COUNTY
September 2, 1955

‘ ROBB 'FYLER DUMP: Shuwing smoke in background from B
"~ Robb Tyler Dump. '
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